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b. Expedite review of investigative files 

^ at other Federal agencies in response to requests 
for special clearances and billet approvals; 

c. Direct relationship with White House Security 
Office and U.S. Secret Service in connection 
with maintaining, controlling and recording the 
Courier and Staff Access List for White House and 
Executive Office entry. 


Review Panel. 


- . ^ 6. Responsible for representing the Office of Security 

on the Applicant Review Panel and the Overseas Candidate 








7. Responsible for managing the Agency drug seminar 
program for employees and dependents being assigned overseas. 

8. Responsible for the preparation of the "Clearance 
Division Report on Drug Usage Cases," a document outlining 
statistical information re drug usage cases processed by the 
Clearance Division. 
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IDENTTFICATION OF ACTIVITY: : 


Processes overt clearance requests for 
staff applicants (clerical arid professional) 


ACTIVITY CODE: I. A, (a) , 1 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


"S^UB 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No y 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still nece?i¥?y? Yii“»/ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly”? Yes 
If so, how? ^ ■ 


No . 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


component do the acti^ty more , efficiently? Less costly”? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ✓ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? — 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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f^a^eT2PP0/09/03 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020034-2 

Processes^overt^clearance requests on 


activity CODE: I, A, 2 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Divis ion/ 


DATE: 


l^at is (are) our reference (s) for thi 


s activity? Date(s}? 


wL‘'?r? still in force? Yes 

Who IS Care) the beneficiary Cies) of this activit^T 


Do°cL°y thl'b^^lfLIa'r^cLs) / 

e1fL%ent?J^“ TettrollU^^ Z 


°¥lrSrlC^?£r‘ 0«-e5^ -o^be^t^ferrei 


Can another component do the actiMty 
More nroDfa-riv? v^c- xt_ _ / 


More propeAyF Yes L mye efficiently? less costly? 

— kl. If so, x^hich component and why? 


“°wItJ^ga?ef les questionabl 


If SO, what? 


e in the light of 


Jn"o5:?ai? 


security? Yes 


tho^tt: 


Is there any activity not 


importantVhan 
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Vrocessas^oyert Clearance requests on 


ACTIVI TY CODE: I, A. (a), 3 
EVALUATION: 


mEmmi ^/PSl/eiearance 

“5W~ 

DATE : 


IVhat is (are) our reference (s) for thi 


s activity? Date(s)? 


reference (s) still in force? Yes 
(are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activitTF 


No 


efficiently or A®?55 


^ No y 

es No r 


to ano?her’'Sf compSneni’’or"?o another Mfice’’' ?er“ 

If SO, where and why? v^j-xxoe. les No^^ 


Can another component do the actyrity more ef f iri eni-i .r? t 

More properly? Yes No rr ■ ®^“Ciently? Less costly? 

^ y. If so, which component and why? 


Do 


Watergate?''^YesJ^^^No_2r^If°sSy^what?^^^^ 


Is there an)- activity not now being pursued hv thn-t jr 

important than this one? Yes ^ No ^ Jf so, xvhatr'' 
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IDENT4PH)19X?4B?r l8fle§(3ei^$^/p3RiQIArf¥SfS^E{iH3§i-2tfR(g)ea®®)^g5^2clearance requests 

on Contract Type * Internal . 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 4 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance 


DATE: 


Divis ion/ 
S§OB 


IVhat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene’f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes t/ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_ .X No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^erred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an)^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued with-it 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_u__ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursuei^^y OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No_Vf_ If so, what? 
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requests on military assignees. 


ACTIVITY CODE: I. A, (a). 5 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT; OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 

■^OB 

DATE : 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v/ No 

Do (es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No / 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 

If so, how? V — 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, \\/here and why? — 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include aiwthing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ✓ If so, what? 


r ■ reduced in scope/size or discontinued with^t 


significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 
If so, how? 


No 


Is there any activity not now being pursu^ by OS that you feel is more 


important than this one? Yes 


No 


5^U^ 


If so, ^^^hat? 
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I DENT I learance 

requests on military detailees. 


ACTIVITY CODE: 1, A, (a), 6 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 
SlOB“ 


EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


IVhat is (are) our re£erence(s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the re£erence(s) still in force? Yes 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


No 


A 


No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes _ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


No_ 

No 




Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes 


.ct^i 

No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include aiwthing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withc^t 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No . 

If so , how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursu^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, x\fhat? 
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I DENT I ® ® 

requests on career associates (internal) . 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a) », 7 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


iVhat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No ^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No y»^ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withal 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes '^o\X 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, i^hat? 
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IDENTI^Rrm<fcR<>'C^ISmW'P?'“»rSI^-|Pff3g4(g^|pg970pg59P^|-^ on independent 

contractors. • . ■• 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, fa) . 9 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: 


OS/PS I/Clearance 
DATE: 


Division/ 

S^OB 


What is (are) our referenceCs) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes i/ No ^ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? ^ ^ 


Can another component do the acti^ty more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be 
significant effect 
If so, how? 


reduced in 
on overall 


scope/size or di 
Agency security? 


scontinued withou 
Yes No 


Is there any activity not now being pursued^y OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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I DENT I 1 anguag e 

instructors. 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 10 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance 

DATE: 


Division/ 
5WB — 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or 
If so, how? 


/ 


Yes V No 

necessary? Yes 

less costly? Yes 


No_ 

No 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an>^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be 
significant effect 
If so, how? 


reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
on overall Agency security? Yes No ^^,^^ 


Is there any activity not now being pursuedXby OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, iNfhat? 
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I DENT I 

HHH employees . ■ - 


25X1 A 


.25X1 A 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a) ^ 11 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the referenceCs) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

DoCes) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Ye¥ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? ^ 


Can another component do the acta^ty more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include aj^hing questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes No If so, a^/hat? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued x^ithout 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No_w/lf so, x^hat? 
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I DENT I #Pg!?PF'f ^l^O0pej^gfq^QOP){(W/O3>a<0l(^e8©BS3BftD!Si3RQOO7j8§(^aQ9^4-^p 1 oy ee s 

under the Reinvestigation Program. 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a) , 12 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes v No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the act^ity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include a^thing questionable in the light of 
V/atergate? Yes No jX If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursu^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, ^^;^hat? 


If so, ^^^hat? 
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ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 15 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance 

DATE: 


Division/ 

~ SW“ 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'ficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? , ' 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, ^^^here and why? 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued xvithout 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue^K by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ✓ If so, what? 
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identifiTat7Sn°of“ 


ArTTVTTY CODE: I. A. fa^, 14. 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 
— — ^ " S^OB 


EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


^Vhat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes_^ — No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity. 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes y 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel itis still necessary .^Yes^^ 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less cos y. 

If so, how? 


No 

No 4^^ 


feel that responsibility for the activity should be tr^erred 
HQ r-r.tTinnnfiTit or to another Office? Yes 


Do you . ^ 

to another OS component or to another 

If so, where and why? 




More properly? Yes 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
VJatergate? Yes No If so, what. 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued 

significant efLct on overall Agency security? Yes Noj:l_ 

If so, how? 

Is there any activity not^now being pur su^ by OS that you feel is more 


important than this one? Yes_ 


No 


If so, what? 
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I DENT I : 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 15 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 
— 

DATE: 


Ifliat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes yX No^ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_i> 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^rred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes Ho 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more , efficiently? Less costly 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withojj^' 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue^by OS 
important than this one? Yes No ^ If so. 


that you feel is more 
what? 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/03 : CIA-RDP83B00823RQP07QQQ20Q3^2^^nal approvals . 
IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: Processes 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 16 
EVALUATION: 


roMPONE NT: OS/PSI/.Clearan ce Div ision/ 

DATE : 


\^rhat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity. 


No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes 
Do(L) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still nece 
/-OT, + 1.0 ar'fivitv be done more efficiently or less 


y 


No 


Can the activity be done 
If so, how? 


necessary? Yes No 

s costly? Yes No | 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be 

to another OS component or to another Office. Yes 

If so, where and why? 


f erred 




Does the activity include anyj;hing questionable in the light of 


Watergate? Yes_ 


No 


an^j 


If so, what? 


can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 

If SO, how? 

IS there any activity not now being Purs^' by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No_j^ If so, what. 
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EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who IS (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still neceii^y? 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly'? Yes 
If so, how? ? ■ — 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No / 

If so, where and why? — 


Can another component do the act^ity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly. Yes No {y If so, which component and why? ^ 


Does the activity include 
Watergate? Yes No 


a^thing questionabl 
✓ If so, what? 


e in the light of 


reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 
^rf,ni±icant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursu/d by OS that you feel i 
important than this one? Yes No / If so, ^^;hat? 


s more 
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ID£N'P‘^DM'€V’^l0H' : BlA>S0PS3BOQS2^S6IIlO'?CeO!fi2OO£94^ks . 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, fa), 18 COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 

S80B 

EVALUATION: DATE: 


l^hat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 



Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes y No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? 
If so, how? 


Yes 


Yes 


No_ 

No 




Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 



erred 


Can another component do the ac^vity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes_ No . / If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include an)^hing questionable in the light of 
Yes No y/ If so, what? 


Watergate? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoi^ 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not no\\r being pursue^ by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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I DENT I (external) 

approvals. ... 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 19 


EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


What is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No ^ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 

If so, how? , 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No*-^^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No / If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include aiy^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No i/ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ^ 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued^.^ OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ^ If so, ^^:hat? 


Approved For Release 2000/09/03 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020034-2 


25X1A the security and 

A.yiA elements ofythe USIB agencies. 


25X1 A 
25X1 A 


ACTIVITY CODE: I. A. fa'll 20 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PS I/Clearance Division/ 

S§0B 

DATE : 


IVIiat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? ' ‘ 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes x/ iNo 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necess^y? YeFV 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly*? Yes~ 
If so, how? . ^ ' ~ 


Do you fe^l that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, \\^here and why? — 


Can another component do the act^ity more . efficiently? Less costly*? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionabl 
Watergate? Yes; No y If so, ^^^hat? 


e in the light of 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued X’/ithoi^ 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? ' 


Is there any activity not nov; being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No / If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: Office o£ Security component charged 

Approved For Release 2000/09/Q,3L:t^lAtlR@P$:^^^3RI@i^fi#2Q£)d4 -2c onduct ing 

25X1A liaison activities with the security 


elements of 


non-USIB agencies. 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a) , 21 


COMPONENT* OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 
— WIB 


EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


Vlhat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs}? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is Care} the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 




No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ 

DoCes} the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ 
If so, how? ■ 


No 

■ Noi^ 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tran^erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes • No 
If so, ^i/here and why? 


Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No__j/ If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include aiwthing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes^ No_|_/_ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue<^by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ty If so, w*hat? 

I 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: Conducts eiODedite reviews of investigative 

Approved For Release 2000/09/(eLlQI^-Fa^P?AlP^2?ti(aW950^gA^ies . 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a),' 22 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PS I /Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


VHiat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'ficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes^.<^ No 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yesj^ 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Y^ 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, where and why? 

Can another component do the act^r^ity more , efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, v^rhich component and why? 


Does the activity include an^hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes^ No iX If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho^tlf 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued/f)y OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No V If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: ' 

Approved For Release 2000/09/ 


_ 2 House security 
cret Service 

courier and staff access 
list for White House and Executive Office. 


in connection with 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a), 25 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT : 


OS /PSI/ Clearance 
DATE : 


Division/ 

— 


V/hat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? 


Date (s3 ? 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the bene'f iciary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ No 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yis No ^ 

If so, how? • ■ ; 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trai^erred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No^^"^^^ 

If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the acti^ty more . efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include ajyfthing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes^ No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued x\fithoi^ 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes Mo 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued^^by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: Represent the Office of 

Approved For Release 


,^ 3 ^_Yity on the 


ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, (a),' 24 COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Cleara nce Division/ 

EVALUATION: 


V/hat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? 

Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? Yes No 

Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


DATE : 

Date (s) ? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or 
If so, how? 


Yes No 

necessary? Yes No 

less costly? Yes Nom^ 



Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, \\rhere and why? 


Can another component do the actjyity more . efficiently? Less costly*? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes^ No ✓ If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withou;^ 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued/^y OS that vou feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No ^ If so, x^hat? 
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ACTIVITY CODE: I, A, fa),' 25 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 
■ ^ S §OB 


EVALUATION: 


DATE: 


VUiat is (are) our reference (s) for this activity? DateCs}? 


Yes 


Is (are) the reference (s) still in force? 

Who is (are) the bene'ficiary (ies) of this activity? 


No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes tX No ^ 

Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Ye5_i^£_ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No< 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transf>rred 

to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 

If so, ^^/here and why? 

Can another component do the activity more . efficiently? Less cosily? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include am^thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes^ No t/ 


If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 

significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No - 

If so, how? 



Is there any activity not nov/ being pursued^by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? Yes No y If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION 


Approved For 8eleasJJ^!?O^/OP:^ACRDP^^eB3FUlQO7Q0i0i^a4^t responsible 

for managing the ‘Agency Drug Seminar Prograi 
for employees and dependent! being assigned 
overseas. p & 


activity CODE: I, A, (a) » 26 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: QS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE: 


VHiat is Care) our reference(s) for this activity? 


Date Cs) ? 


fffepnceCs) still in force? Yes 
IWio IS Care) the bene'ficiary Cies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still 


DociJJ th^binSaci^ Lsj I el ^ 


to ano?her’'orcompOTenj'’or''to fnothe? OfHce'^ 

If SO, inhere and why? wxixce. les No 


Can another component do the actii^y more ef f i r i r 

More properly? Yes No / ir f f^^ciently? Less costly? 

^ -iZl If so, which component and why"? 


include anting questionabl 
Watergate? Yes; No_^ If%2, what? 


e in the light of 




Is there any activity not now being pursued^^y OS that v-o„ - 

important than this one? Yes ^ No ^ If so, what? ^ ^ 
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IDENTIFICATION QF ACT 

Approved For Release 


responsible 

foT the preparata&n of the "Cl-earance 
Division Report on Drug Usage Cases,” 


activity CODE: I, A, (a),' 27 
EVALUATION: 


COMPONENT: OS/PSI/Clearance Division/ 


DATE 


mat is Care) our referenceCs) for this activity? Date 


teCsJ? 


reference (s) still in force? Yes 
Who IS (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

DoCes) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still neceiiiFy. 

If so/wr^^ efficiently or less cosfiy? Y^ 


No 

- 


Do you fe^l that responsibility for the activity shou 
to another OS component or to another Office?^ Ye^ 
If so, xi^here and why? 


be transfigured 
No 


Can another component do the acti^ty more efficiently’ Less 
More properly? Yes Wo ri c . Less 

^ ^ ^ If so, xirhich component and 


lenriyr Less costly? 
component and why?. 
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' 7 ' ', 

□"UNCL/lfiSSinfOlFor 

B 

im 

3 dl 03 r CIA-RDP 8 aB 0 (j^ 3 f^g^g^j^ 

ii* secret" 



ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET 

, .'siv- 

SUBJECT:.^'' (Opfionot) 

Y <v. "■'.‘ 7 : • .,i 7 'S -''- .•.'■7 

FBr>AA., , “ • ;.s ' . 

. , 25 X 1 /^\ 



r ' . -T., •••,•,- . 

“• " -u’' 

h* - ■ 'f's I.--, •-•••” '• 


-rrr**- • .i : 


TO: ,* (Officer designation, room number, and 
- building^."; X , ,, , . ^ *7 


5/..pvr.(i VW^ ^ •\* 'T'' - i . . ' - • - * 

l^'Xffl -iy/>'^: t4 ' - ’■• 

chief a;Gleararicg5-Di vision ^ 




COMMEWS (Number eoch comment to jhow from whom 
to whorn. : prow o line ocrois column after- eoCh comment.) 


Under Ob j ectiye ! B57104v;:,the:^^^ . 

P f fice "o £ ;vS.e cur i ty^; wi 1^>' r e - 
: vi ewn arid ira 1 i da t e d 1 1'' Of £i c e! 
of ' Security functions' j' : •• '■.- -■ 
activities ..;.to_ ensure- effec- 
>t iyenes s; , economy Yand-^ effi c i e 
The; 'attached documents' re'^" J 
• p r e sent ; two; mi;l e s t on e si .^und e r 
that^Yib3 ectiye;^;Milestone 1 ^ 
theHcomponentS^i^identified ^ 

:t h e i X : . fun c t i on s^f and . a c t i v i t i e 
Milestone 2 was^^establishment 
o f a' f o rma t : : f or ^e yalua t ing 
these. activities. , 1 1 • i s re 
quested'i; that-, the Branch Offic 
review the .attachment and : 
a) V Cert ifyjifh^-'t ithere^ are;:nd 


addi t ionsYto be “made ;t6 " th 
previous listing vsubmitted 
,b y . - y our, :;o f f i c e > ■ 

b) • ReviewVtheYldehtif icatibn 
'.of Activity^Sstatementibn “ 
each evaluat Lonisheet '- toi ■ 

‘ ensure it fuliy|bqua"Bs.to 

- . the^f comparableifactivity^^^C 

■ f r om\ y oux.;yD £f i'c e s iis t in g 

c) Use;cthe/.?at.tached Yfbrma 

> y t o ye va lu a t e' ; e ac h"' i nd i y i du a 
1: activity. , i'";' - 


fOHM • XI f| Previous 
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